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PART II— Section 3 

Statutory Rules and Orders issued by tae Slinistries of the Government 
of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and Central Authorities 
(other than the Chief Commissioners). 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 18 th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1907. — The following amendment- to the C ndr.man or.d Nicobar Islands 
Police Regulations mads with che^t from the 20th May 1952, partly by the Central 
Government and partly by the Inspector General of Police of the Andaman and 
Nicobar Islands in exercise of the Powers respectively conferred on them by the 
Police Act, 1861 (V of 1861),' aie hereby notified for general information:— 

In Table ‘C’ under Appendix 2.2 of Chapter II of the said Regulations .after item 
(2) the following item shall be inserted, namely: — 

“(3) Free quarters to all members of Wireless Section whose families are 
with them, or in lieu, house rent allowance on the following scales: — 

Pay between Rs. 80 and Rs. 119 — Rs. 10 p.m. 

Pqy between Rs. 120 and Rs. 249 — Rs. 15 p.m. 

Pay between Rs. 250 and above — Rs. 20 p.m. 

[No. 45/9/52-AN.] 
E. C. GAYNOR, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 15 th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1998. — Co'-rigendum . — In thi^ M’nistrj’s Notification, S.R O. 706, _ dated 
the 22nd April, 1952, published on pages 710 to 739 of the Gazette of Irdia, Part 
II— Section 3, dated the 3rd May, 1952, as corrected by S.R.O. 1621, dated the 
18th September. 1952, on page 721, in the list showing the names of countries, 
under B, for “Nicargua’’ read “Nicaragua”. 


[No. 6(8)-EFII/52.] 
S. S. SK1RALKAR, Dy. Secy. 

( 1^.3 ) 
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New Delhi, the llih November 1952 

S.R.O. 1909. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
52 of the Banking Coinponicj '\ut, 1 9-1 0 (X of 1949), the Central Government 
hereby directs that the following further amendments shall be made In the Banking 
Companies Rules, 1949, the same having been previously published as required by 
sub-section (3) of the said section, namely: — 

In the said Rules — 

1. In rule 1 after sub-rule (1), the following sub-rule shall be Inserted, namely: — 

“(1A) They extend to the whole of India except the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir”. 

2. In sub-rule (1) of rule 2, after clause (e), the following clause shall be 
inserted, namely: — 

"(f) ‘commencement of these rules’ means — 

(i) in the case of merged territories in Part A States, the States of 

Ilyderabnd, Mysore, Travaneore-Cochin, Bhopal, Manipur and 
Tripura and those parts of the State of Rajasthan which formerly 
comprised the Indian Stales of Jaipur, Bikaner, .Taisalmer an<> 
Jodhpur, such date or dates as the Central Government may by 
notification in the Official Gazette specify in this behalf. 

(ii) in any other case, the 28th day of March 1949”. 


[No. D.6037-F.I/52.H' 

S.R.O. 1910. — In puisuance of the provisions of sub-clause (i) of clause (f) of 
sub-rule (1) of rule 2 of ihe Banking Companies Rules, 1 04.4, the Cenlial Govern- 
ment hereby specifies the 22nd Nuumbr 1952 as the date on which Ihe said 
Rules shall come ln ( o force in the are is vefrir-d to in Ihe said “ub-cly -e. 

[No. D.6750-F. 1/52.1] 

S. K. SEN, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE (REVENUE DIVISION) 

Headquarters Estadi isHMent 
New Delhi, the 12th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1911. — The following notification by the Income-tax Investigation Com- 
mission is published fd general information: — 1 

“Notification 

It is notillod lor general information that the Income-tax authority mentioned 
in column (1) of the table attached to this notice has been authorised with effect 
from the due mentioned hi column (2) thereof by the Income-tax Investigation 
Commission, without prejudice to his regular duties, to be authorised Official under 
section 6 of the Taxation on Income (Investigation Commission) Act, 1947, and 
that under llie provisions of the sn’d Act, any person (including a person whoso 
case is nut under investigation) who is required by the said authorised official in 
the course ol the investigation — • 

(1) to produce accounts or documents; and/or 

(2) to give Information in respect of such accounts or documents; and/or 

(3) to attend in person and answer questions on oath; and/or 

(4) to make or prepare statements on oath giving information on specified 

matters; 
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shall be bound to comply with his requirements n oth withs t a nri in g anything i 
aw to the contrary. Failure to comply with the requirements of the said auth 
official may amount to an often, 


in any 

- authorised 

under Chapter X ol the Indian Penal Code. 


Name and dnJgn dion of D t,„ uoa wl ioh 

the Author! ed Official authorial 


1 


A'IiIl’chh iif the 1 hmd-quartera 
office of the Authorised 
Official 
3 


Mr. K. Ruha, 

Income-laii. Officer, Kanpur. 28-10-52 


Incomo-tax Olid ‘ oh, Kanpur 


New Delhi; 
3-ll-5‘ > 


(Sd.) II. S. Ramaswami, Srcy, 
Income-tax Investigation Commission.” 


[No. 64.1! 

N, D. MEIIROTRA, Dy. Secy. 


Central Excise 

Ne to Delhi, the Wth November 1952 

S.R.O. 1912. — In exercise of the powers eonferrcJ by Rule 8 of the Central Excise 
rbb'-S, 1914, the Central Government hereby exempts tea waste consisting of '‘Red 
Stalk or “Stalkj- Tea” or ‘‘Floor and Machine Sweepings” or ‘‘Fluff", from the 
whole or the duly leviable thereon. 


[No. 28]’ 

E. S. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Joint Secy. 


CENTRAL BOARD OF REVENUE 

Income Tax 

Neic Delhi, the 10th November 1952 

SRO 1913. — In pursuance of sub-section (4) of Section 5 of the Indian Income 
Tax Act, 1922 (XI of 1922), the Central Board of Revenue directs that the follow- 
ing further amendment shall be made m its Nofciiication No. 32 -Income-tax, 
latec 1 the 9th Na/emlcr, 1940, nomely: — 

In the Seh h''c appended to the sa>d Noti(lc r tl"ii under Ihe Sub-head AIIA 
Punjab,- Hlinai-iiui Ptade h, Pula spur, Patiala and East Funj-b States Union’ for 
the Ranges and Incuine-Ui< pucks mentioned against them, the following Ranges 
and Income-tax Circles shall be substituted, namely: 

Ruhtak 


1. Rohtalc. 

2. Hissar. 

4 Surv.v Circle, Patiala, (in respect of per on s v. bo have their 

mine) pel place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction of the 
Income-tax Circles specified m entries 1 to 3). 


Patiala 


1, Patiala. 


2 , 


3 , 


Bhatinda. 

Special Survey Circle, Patiala, 
principal place of business 
income-tax Circles specified 


(in respect of persons whu n.m- ur ,* 
in nr reside 111 the jurisdiction of the 
in entries 1 and 2). 
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Ambala 


1 Ambala 

2 Salary Circle, Simla 

3 Simla 

4 Sangrur 

5 Special Survey Circie, Patiaia, (in respect of persons who have their 

princ nal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction of the 

Income-tax Circles specified in entries 6 and 7) 

6 Ludhiana 

7 Ferozepore 

8 Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (m respect of persons who have their 

principal pla'e ot business in or reside in the juru diction of the 
T ncnm< -tax Circ’es specified* in entries 6 end 7) 

fimritsar 

1 Amritsar 

2 Gurdaspur 

3 Hoshiarpur 

4 Jullundur. 

5 Special Survey Circle Amritsar (in resnect rf persons who have their 

principal place of business m or leMde in the jurisdiction of the 

Income-tax Circles specified m entries 1 to 4) 

2 Where an Income-tax Cncle or ward stands transferred by Ihis notification 
from one Appells+e Assistant Comm'ssmner of Inc me-tax to another appeals 
•tricing out of assessments made n tnat income-tax erne e or ward and pending 
I'n-nodiatef before tne d^+c \£ t >is notifcau n ^<=fjre ‘he Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of the Circle or ward from -whose jur sd’ctmn that Income-tax 
Lir te or wai is transferred shell cn end Iicm the date ot this notification be 
transferred to 1 d°aP ' ib b\ 1 ' P el <e / «■ ’ 4 1 Om ms-ioner o f the 

Circle or Waid to whom the =aid Circle or Ward is transferred 

[No 79] 
K B DEB, Under Secy 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY* 

New Delhi, the 12th November 1952 

SR.O. 1914. — Corrigendum — In this Ministry’s Notification No SC(A)-4(15), 
dated the 2nd July 1952, published as S R O 1149 in the Gazette of India, Part II, 
Section 3 dated the 5th July 1952, for “Iron and Steel Control- of production and 
Distribution) Order, 1941” and “No SC(4)-4(15)” occurring in the first paragraph 
thereof “Iron and Steel (Control of Production and Distribution) Order, 1941” and 
“No SC(A)-4(15)” respectively should be substituted 


[No SC(A)-4(15) ] 


New Delhi die i9 *Ji November 1952 

SR.O. 1915. — In exercise of the do\ e t -referred by sub-<-'ause Li) of Clause 2 
of the Iron and Ss.ee’ (Control of Piocucaon and Distribution) Order, 1941 the 
Central Cove*nnent i-, oleased to authorise the S..esl Controller Government of 
Madhya Piadesh to exercise the powers of the Controller under Clau e 11-D of the 
said Older w 'thin the Stele of ]\1~ h. ad-'sh 

[No SC(A)-4(32) ] 

S.R.O. 1916 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (b) of Clause 2 
of the I on ana fc>teel 1 rap Conuol) Oid-J 1943 the Central Government is 
pleased to authorise the Si eel Controller Government of Madhya Pradesh to exer- 
cise the powers of the Controller under Clause 5-C of the said Order, within the 
State of Madhya Piadesh 


[No SC(A)-4(32) A ] 
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S.R.O. 1917.— In exercisa of the powers conferred by sub-clause (a) of Clause 2 
of the lion and Steel (Control .1 Production and Distribution) Order. 1S41, the 
Central Government is pleased to direct that the followin'? c ' , onC"" i ent shall be 
mac[§ in the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of IndusHy and 
Supply, No. I (I) -4 (41 ) , dated the 7th September 1950, as amended [„ n rime to t me, 
namely: — 

Tp the Schedule annexed to the said Notification, the following entry shall be 

added, namely — 

“Chief Executive Officers of Janapada Sabhas in Madhya Pradesh.” 

[No. SC(A)-4(107)J 

S.R.O. 1918. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (b) of Clause 2 
of the Iron and Steel (Scrap Contrd:) Order, 1943, the Central Government is pleased 
to direct that the following amendment shall be made in the Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Industry and Supply, No. I(I)-4(78)A, dated 
the ftth January 1951, as amended from time to time, namely: — 

To the Schedule annexed to the said Notification, the following entry shall be 
added, namely: — 

“Chief Executive Officers of Janapada Sabhas in Madhya Pradesh.” 

[No. SC (A) -4 (107) A.] 
D. HEJMADI, Under Secy. 


Bombay, the 12 th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1919. — In pursuance of sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the Cotton Textiles 
(Control of Movement) Order, 1948 1 hereby direct that the following further 
amendment shall be made in the General Permit No. 1, dated the 13th August 1949 
contained in the Textile Commissioner’s Notification No. 15/Tex. 1/49, dated 13th 
August 1949, namely: — 

In the said General Permit in paragraph 2 for the figure and letters “20 lbs.” the 
figure and letters “40 lbs.” shall be substituted. 

[No. TCSIV/CTM/47.] 
M. R. KAZIMI, 
Joint Textile Commissioner. 

S. A. TECKCHANDANI, Under Secy! 


New Delhi, the 22nd November 1952 

S.R.O. 1920. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Essential 
Supplies (Temporary Powers) Act, 1946 (XXIV of 1946), the Central Government 
hereby directs that the following further amendment shall be made in the Cotton 
Textiles (Control) Order, 1948, namely: — 

In clause 28 of the said Order — 

(1) sub-clause (4) shall be deleted; 

■ (2) in sub-clause (4A) for the figure and letters “20 lbs.” the figure and letters 
“40 lbs.” shall be substituted. 


[No. 9 (4)-CT (A) /52-18.] 
S. A. TECKCHANDANI, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
(Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 15 th November, 1952 

SRO 1971 Shri Kalidas Sawhney resumed duty ah Secretary, Indian Central 
Cotton Committee on the 1st November 1952 (forenoon), oft jr : ng of 31 days 
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vide this Ministry Notification of even number, dated the 

30th September, 1952. 


[No. F. 1-52/ 52-CJ.J 


New Delhi, the 17 th November 1952 


exer .“ se of the powers conferred by section 17 of the Indian 
Central CUseeds Committee Act, 1946 (JX of 1946), the Central Government 
+1° 35 0f the Indian Central Oilseeds Committee Rules, 1947, 
X a ^ &r VV “ le P. r °P° sa l to extend the same to these States having been 

a ready published as required by sub-sectipn (1) of the said section. 

[No. F.13-13/51-Com.] 
J. S. RAJ, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 13th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1923.— In exercise of the powers eonfered by clause (a) of Section 6 of 
the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Act XXXVII of 1952), the Central Government here- 
by directs that the film entitled ‘Shin Shinaki Boobla Boo’ in respect of which “U’’ 
cpri-'ficale No 5671. dated the 8+h May, 1952 was granted by the Central Board of 
Film Censors to Messrs. India Film Exchange, Bombay, shall be deemed to be an 
uncertified film in the whole of India. 


[No. 4(11)/ 52-F.II. ] 
C. B. RAO, Joint Secy. 


MINISTRY OF REHABILITATION 
Office of the Chief Claims Commissioner 

Delhi, the 12 th November 1952 

S-R.O. 1924. — In the Gazette Notification No. 7(49)/CCC/AE-51. dated the 
September 1952, 6th October 1952 “Jhelum” Distt. against SI. No. 6, column No. 4 
add Distinct ‘Jhelum”. 

[No. 7(49)/CCC/AE-51.] 
I. M. LALL, 

Chief Claims Commissioner. 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(Posts and Telegraphs) 

New Delhi, the 13 th November, 1952 

SRO 1925. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (5) of rule 452 of 
the Indian Telegraph Rules, 1932, the Central Government is pleased to direct 
that, with effect from the 16th December 1952, the Message Rate System shall be 
introduced at Trivandrum. 

[No. PHA-48-4/52.] 
K. V. VENKATACHALAM, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 12th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1926. — The following draft of a further amendment to the Indian Aircraft 
Rule's, 1937, which it is proposed to make in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 5 of the Indian Aircraft Act, 1934 (XXII of 1934), is published as re- 
quired by section 14 of the said Act, for the information of all persons likely to 
be affected thereby, and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be taken 
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nto consideration on or after the 28th February 1953 Any objection or sugges- 
lon which may be received from any person with resnect to the said draft be- 
ore the date specified will be considered by the Central Government 

Draft Amendment 

For rule 13A of the said Rules the following shall be substituted 

“13A Carriage of photographic apparatus, etc , m aircraft — 

(1) No camera or other apparatus for recording photographic m’pi on ot 

ny film or other sensitised plate or material, unexposed or | uric'-; >,e<l 

hall be carried m an aircraft except where — 

(a) the permission specified in rule 13 to take photographs from the aircraft 

has been granted, 

(b) the camera or other apparatus for recording photographic impressions 

or film or other sensitised plate or material is kept in the beggage 
compartment of the aircraft in a metal container or containers so 
so that it is not accessible tc any passenger or member of the crew 
while the aircraft is in flight 

(2) Any customs officer, any aerodrome officer and any other person specially 

uthorised m this behalf by the Director-General may search any aircraft or any 
erson therein and may without prejudice to any othe" remedy seal any camera 
r other apps i' f • r , < >id > 1 itoeraoh " impressions or any film or other 

msitised plate oi n itoi <<i \ nidi i his opinion is being or is about to be 
arned in an i ■ • < > i m i e* 1 c e or sub-rule (1) and no person shall tamper 
nth any such seal until the camera apparatus, film, sensitised plate or material 
> removed from the aircraft 

[No 10-A/65-52 ] 
P K ROY, Dy Secy 


MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT 

Merchant Shipping 
New Delhi the 12 th November, 1952 

S.R.O. 1927. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 
iA of the Indian Merchant Shipping Act 1923 (XXI of 1923) the Central Govern- 
ent hereby directs that the following amendment shall be made m the Indian 
erchant Shipping (Medical Examination! Rules 1951, namely 
For the table annexed to rule 2 of the said Rules, the following table shall be 
ostituted namely 

Table 


1 


2 


Categories of seamen 


Conditions 


eck Officers and Engineers, 
aiho Officers, 
irsers and clerical staff, 
swards 

°dical Officers and their staff, 
iprentices and cadets, 
nr Dressers, 

ewardesses on passenger ships, 
'■ctn cians, 

unese Carpenters, Fitters, etc, 

mners Wiremen 

del staff including Bazarmen 


' 

If they produce evidence to the 
satisfaction of the Shipping Master 
r that they are in good health and 
fit to perform their duties satis- 
I factorily 


I If they produce evidence to the 
J satisfaction of the Shipping Master 
of their being in good health 


[No 139-MS(1)/51 ] 
S K GHOSH. Dy Secy 
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Ports 


' r Dc ! hi, the 13 h "> amber, ' 952 

S.RO. 1928.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 13) of section 3 
of the Indian Ports Act, iJ08 (XV of 1903) the Central Government is phased to 
authorise Shn V R Ketkar a temporary pilot of the Bombay Port Trust, to pilot 
vessels m the Port of Bombay 


[No 8-P 1(187)/ 52 ] 
S N CHIB, Dy Secy 


Ports 

New Delhi, the 15th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1929. — The following draft of an amendment to the Kandla Port Rules, 
1950, which * is proposed to maiee m exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) cf section 6 of the Indian PoAs Act, 1908 (XV of 1908 i, is published, 
as requ red sub-section (2) of the said sect on, for tne information of all persons 
likely to be affected tn°reby and notice is hereby given that the draft will oe taken 
into consideration on or after 1952. 

Any objection or suggestion which may be received from any person in res- 
pect of the said draft before the date specuitd will oe considered by the Central 
Government 


Draft Amendment 

For rule 5 of the said Ruj.es the following rule shall be suostituted, namely — 

5 Vessel entering ot leaving or be mg moved m Port — Nc vessel of the 
measurement of two hundred tons or upwards shall enter, leave or 
be moved m the Port without having a pilot, Assistant Conservator 
or assistant of the Deputy Conservator or Assistant Conservator on 
beard and no mechanically propelled vessel of any measurement less 
than two hundred tons and no o her vessel o* any measurement less 
than two hundred tons and exceeding one hundred tons shall enter, 
leave or, be moved in the Poit without having a pffot Assistant Con- 
servator or assistant of the Deputy Conservator or Assistant Con- 
servator on board, unless authonty m wr’tmg so t 0 do h s been 
obtained from the Conservator or some officer empoweied by him 
to give such authority ” 


[No 3-PII(89)/52 ] 
T S PARASURAMAN, Dy Secy 


MINISTRY OF WORKS, HOUSING AND SUPPLY 

New Delhi, the 12 th November 1952 

S.RO. 1930. — The following draft of certain further amendments in the Explo- 
sives Rules, 1940, which it is proposed to make in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 5 of the Indian Explosives Act, 1884 (IV of 1884), is published as 
required by Section 18 of the said Act for the information of all persons likely to 
be affected thereby and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be taken 
into consideration on or after the 15th December, 1952 

Any objection or suggestion, which may be received from any person in 
respect of the said draft before the date specified will be considered by the Central 
Government 


Draft Amendment 

Rule 109 of the said Rules shall be omitted 


[No M-103(8)/52] 
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New Delhi, the 15 fi Novev.ber 1952 

S.R.O. 1931. — In exercise cl the powers conferred by section 17 of 'the Petroleum 
Act, 1934 (XXX- of 1934), and in supersession of the notification, of the 
Government of India in the ia'e Bcpa.in, „nt cf Labour, Ko. E.1C4, dated the 26th 
October 1944, the Central Government hereby directs that in the Schedule annexed 
to the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Works, 
Mines and Power No. P. 102, dated the 5th May, 1948, after item 14 the following 
item shall be added, namely: — 

“15. The Chemical Assistant, Custom House, Okha.” 


[No. M-104(8)/52.] 
B. S. KALKAT, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi , the 13 th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1932. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(XIV of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the All India Industrial Tribunal (Bank Disputes) in respect of an application 
under Section 33-A of the said Act preferred by Shri Pyare Lai of the Punjab 
Co-operative Bank Limited. 


AWARD 

BEFORE THE ALL INDIA INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (BANK DISPUTES), 

BOMBAY 

Complaint No. 76/52 under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Shri Pyare Lai 
Versus 

The Punjab Co-operative Bank Limited. 

This is a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 by 
an employee of the above Bank. 

The allegations in the complaint are as follows: — 

The employee was selected as a representative of bank employees by The 
Punjab Bank Employees’ Federation to attend the proceedings * of the Tribunal 
at Bombay. The Tribunal by its order dated 12th May 1952 directed all the 
Banks, in which an authorised representative was working, to pay halting and 
travelling allowances and to relieve the representative so that he* may attend the 
proceedings at Bombay. The Punjab Co-oper&tive Bank agreed to relieve this 
employee by its letter dated 10th July 1952 but would not pay him the allowances. 
By a subsequent order of the Tribunal the Bank was directed to pay the allow- 
ances The Bank would not pay the allowances even then. Not content with this 
unfair labour practice and victimization of the employee the Bank committed a 
breach of Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 by withholding the salary 
of the employee from 1st July 1952. This action of the Bank is illegal and it 
amounts to punishment and also to unfair labour practice intended to victimize 
the employee for his trade union activities. The Bank must be directed to pay 
his salary and to stop its unfair labour practice. 

The Bank has filed its reply in which it submits that the allowances have 

already been paid, that the delay in payment of the salary was due to failure on 

the part of the employee to furnish the Bank with the usual certificates for attend- 
ance and that the salary was actually paid on 4th October 1952 “under protest”. 

When the complaint was called on 25th October 1952 the employee who was 
present in person submitted that he was not pressing the complaint as his salary 

had been paid to him though under protest. He also filed a letter to this effect 

and it runs as follows: — 

“I have to bring to Your Lordships’ notice that my salary for the month 
of July, August and September which was withheld by the Bank has 
now been released 'however under crotest) 7 \. • ; -tefanecs 

I v. ill therefore request Your Lordships to treat the complaint as not 
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pressed for the present. However, I would further request Your 
Lordships to take a serious view of the attitude of the Bank for its 
unfair labour practice’’. 

The employee has now been paid his* salary and it is needless to investigate 
the allegations relating to unfair iabour practice. In these circumstances we pass 
an award that no orders arc necessary. 


Bombay; 

The 3rd November, 1952. 


(Sd.) S. Fanchapacesa Sastry, Chairman . 

(Sd.) M L, T annan, Member. 
(Sd.) V. L, D’Souza, Member. 


[No. LR-100(18).] 


New Delhi, the 14th November, 1952 

S.R.O. 1933. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
[(XIV of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the award of the All 
India Industrial Tribunal (Bank Disputes), in a dispute between the Indian Over- 
seas Bank Limited and its workmen 


AWARD 

BEFORE THE ALL INDIA INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (BANK DISPUTES), 

BOMBAY 

Serial No. 255. In Reference No. 2/52.— (S.RO. No. 42, dated 8th January 1952) 

Shri S. Ayyaswamy 
Versus. 

The Indian Overseas Bank Ltd. 

This is one of the disunites referred to us under Ministry of Labour Notification 
S.R.O. No. 42, dated 8th January 1952. It appears in the schedule as Serial No. 
255 and the nature ot the dispute as set out therein is as iollows: 

"Withholding of increment". 

Notice was issued by registered pest to the workman on 14th February 1952 

calling upon him to file a statement of his case on or before 29th February 1952. 

The notice was returned to us unserved with the endorsement "leit". Thereafter, 
fresh notice was issued to the workman by registered post on 10th June 1942 both 

to the workman’s previous address as well as lo the now addres-s which was 

furnished by the Bank. Therein, the workman was called upon to file a state- 
ment of his case on or before 20th June 1952. The notice that was issued to the 
address furnished by the Bank was served on the workman on 18th June 1952. 
The workman has not filed any statement so far before us. 

In these circumstances, there is now no dispute to be decided. We, therefore, 
pass an award that no orders are necessary. 

(Sd) S. Panciiapaoe.sa Sastry, Chairman. 

(Sd.) M. L, Tannan, Member. 
(Sd) V, L. D'Souza, Member 

Bombay; 

The 27 th October, 1952. 


[No. LR-100(30).] 


New Delhi, the 18fh November 1952 

, S;R-0. 1934.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(XIV of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Industrial Trihunal Calcutta In the industrial dispute between the members 
of the Master Stevedores Association, Calcutta, and their workmen 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 
20/1 Gurusaday Road, Ballygunge, Calcutta-19. 

Before Shri K. S. Campbell-Puri, B.A., LL.B., Chairman 

Reference No. 7 0 f 1951. 

Parties 

The membeis of the Master Stevedores’ Association, Calcutta (specified in 
2Pth Rily 1951) 6 y ° f Lab0Ur Notiflc ation No. LR-3(165), dated 

And 

Their workmen 

Appearances : 

Shri K C. Mukherjee, President, with Mr. Brown, Secretary and Mr P E 
Davis, Vice-President, for the Master Stevedores’ Issociation, Calcutta' 

" rS'dilt ?o?t e & by Shrl S ““ «W. Vice- 

AWARD 

tion sometime after was also received and published in ihe‘ ded Notifica- 
4th August 1951. Usual notices were issued to the parties firS 11 H° f In ^’ datpd 
original order of reference and subsequently after the amended ni?H the - recelpt of the 
of the previous notice. The parties were summoned ^ ^ d< r r ln con tmuation 
5th November 1951 but it was found that the pleadings f preilmmar y hearing on 
Sides refused to take the responsibility of having moved for this c S m f plete - Both 
wanted to know the interpretation put by the other side on the issuec^oftr^S 6 ! a J? d 
adjudication ard vice versa. As the hearing could not proceed further f^ red to , fo ^ 
complete pleadings the Dock Mazdoor Union was called 5 • for want of 

statement of claim In the first instance with a coDy to their ful1 

Employer was directed to file an amplified statement thereafter slde and the 

time. The direction however was not complied with ZS a ’f^ lthln a fortn ight’s 
extensions having been granted for the completion of pleadingfthSZac th K n ° ne 
ripe for final hearing by February 1952 In the adjustment nf the , ca l e became 
were actually called for 30th May 1952 for recording erideLe if anv 1*1® pa n ties 
arguments. But it so transpired that the Employers filed an e11 as 

ground that owing to changed circumstances it had become necessarv to™ ° n th R 
the Ministry for an amended Reference whereby some more nohh m™ t u Ppr S? ch 
for adjudication. The representative of the Dock mSo? Unio^^ iff* 0 n ba a jH ed 
•adjournment and the case was adjourned sine die. The Clovera how™ °i 
inform the Tribunal with regard to the result of their mow e J dldnot 

the Reference and a detailed order, dated 8th October 1952 was placed ° £ 

The same is reproduced in order to give an idea into the undue driavand Slw 7 ' 
tion in the disposal of this short Reference. 6 aelay and Prolonga- 

DIARY ORDER: 

“8b h October 1952 —The hearing in this case has been needlessly delaved r 
should say, on accounr of the non-chalance if not deliberate avoidant nf ll 
sides from proceeding with the case. The parties were called to n “,° f both 
hearing about a year back in November 1951 and both sides were not prepSeTto 
take the responsibility of having moved the Ministry for referring the *dfsnnte 
^^ d R C ?u 10n - , Thp Pleadings were found incomplete and the Tribunal discerned 
that both v anion fir S + in'; e the interpretation put by the other side on the ?=fnf d 
More time was given and after several extensions ultimately the pleadings were 
completed and the parties were summoned for final hearing. This tfme the 
employers applied for adjournment again on the plea that some amendment was 
required m the Notification of Reference and they wanted to move the Mmisrty 
The Union representative also wanted adjournment and I was constrained to adjourn 

■n itc "V ' a -o • . '. "tj ' w r ’“ r * es; and the case has been put up now after 
Delhi tour and Pujah holidays. 

✓ 

I have heard the representatives of both sides on the subject and find that there 
i? a ™° ve for amica pie settlement between the parties. I would rather encourage 
that but cannot brook any more delay. In case the negotiations do not materialize 
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into any settlement 


1952 [Pahj jj — s Pc Q 


me its "because "thTouesfio? s one^ 0 ^ be . sumc ^rt for Vie arena* ation 
up on 16th October 1952 ? 0 ; arguments^ erpretat ° n of ^ ^ 


ou K S 


CAMPBELL-PUE T 

At this stage there was some (alt r , Cram-nan ’ 

negotiations actually ensued in this ^Mectio^f , between PaiLes ana the 
and no settlement was arrived at At lon« last fhi^cn ^ sa ‘T e clld not materialise 
of November and inspection of the snot wif liV, 6 Cas f was hear d in the first week 
evidence relied upon and follow certain technfca? w de ln ° rder to appreciate^ the 
cussion on the issues in question. 1 zca * ^ erms used m the course of dis- 

tion on thlse° pouit^embodied^n Schedule II merely relates 0 t tS ?h tbat + +hc ad - ludlra - 
the decisions of the Expert Committee appointed by aSrmint u 6 / nterp " 1 - ati0n ot 
in respect of the number of gangs to be employed of r b T e f tween <*»c Parties 

note that the parties in their pleadings touched ver?™f Sr « ° 0iC It: ls S1 S v Scant to 

, r n eIat “g 1 wmcn ,° f the d ; Sput I 

to Tne u ' . < . both sides hnwwpr ,t. SUD]e , ft of lt,SUf =s referred 

of interpretation only m the course of proceedings referring^fc ° S t0 th \ auest 'on 
ment under which the Expert Commmw^Tj»ii^^l?i < ? UIse t0 tbe agree ' 
of Vie number of gangs to be emp'oyed nei hook P ItMaW™ n iL 10r \ s , r i respect 
mg to the terms of the agreement dated 31st Jamie rv ^noteworthy tha* accord- 
Government of India be requested to take necessary ^tens 1 for Th 3 agr 1 eed J l ’ rat tb e 
of a Dock Labour Board and ail other items for^ ^ consideretmn u^ + rly Ration 

till fhe cieation of the Dock Labour Board It ^ J n abe y^ce 

aforesaid agreement that the decisions of the Expert Committed of d dowri ‘ n th e 
the members of the Committee sha’I be accepted as final and binding nrf h?f. ;,0rifc ^ of 
until modified by the Dock Labour Board which “was to bl set up u defVhe 
decasualwation scheme I was told that the Dock Labour Board has smee been 
set up. The parties asked for three weeks further extension to m“e die S 
Labour Board and <he same was granted by order dated 16th October 195 > but 
no useful purpose was served and as said above the case was duly heard’ and 
adjudication mast follow. * a ana 


Point ho n —A minimum of one gang per hook per single sling up to but not 

including one ton 

Now it wiH be seen that Point No (1) is couched in a few words so laconically 
hat it has given the decision of Expert Committee the shape of a legal formula 
The word ‘including’ used in it, has been the subject of discussion m some -ases 
oefore various High Courts, wherein it was held that the meaning of the word 
including’ where the interpretation clause sajs that certain things are mc'uded 
n a term, the term does include unless the context otherwise requires acroidmg 

0 its natural import. The ‘connotation of the word ‘including’ to my mind moie- 
ver is generally used in interpretation clause in order to enlaige the meaning of 
vords or phrases occuiring m the body and when it is so used these words must be 
onstrued as comprehending not onlj such thing as they signify it according to 
heir natural import but also things which the interpretation clause declares that 
hev shall include I he conveise case would have the same connotation ie when 
ae words or the term ‘not including’ is used it does exclude what is meant to be 
xcluded Put m other words when m an interpretation clause it is stated that a 
ertam weight say ‘one ton’ is not included it is implied that the term retains its 
ngmai / meaning whatever else it may mean Judged in this principle enunciated 

1 the law of interpretation the issue may well be divided into three parts- 

(1) a minimum of one gang per hook per single sling up to one ton 

(2) exactly one ton 

(3) beyond one ton and less than one and a half ton. 

he parties stand on uncontrovertial ground so far parts (1) and (3) are concerned, 
an Biswanath Dubey the recognized representative of the Dock Mazdoor Union 
hile putting the interpretation on Issue No (1) admitted that if the load is less 
an one ton one gang you d only be required and if the load is more than one ton 
id less than one and a half ton one and a half gang would be necessary if the 
ad is more than one and a half ton then two gangs will be called m He however 
ntendel that the io~d oer sung on different types of cargo fixed throughout a 
ng practice should neither be increased nor decreased to make V one ton. H ton 
less than a ton It was illustrated by referring to the piacLce whereby six 
’es of ju e oi ’2 bags of are no T mahy nut m one sling and these 3 2 bag** 

six ba es have a uarticmar wc’gbt wcw e- mas 1 a o ~ c t <* mam- 

dxed that m that case one and one-hail gang mus„ be emp c^cd ’less 12 
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bags should not be reduced to eleven or ten and thereby bye-pass the employment 
of half gang It was concluded that mere decrease m weigh*, afreets the compliment 
of n abour by i eduction of half gai g aid it amounts to s veanng of labour ~ Simi- 
larly, it was argued that if one or two bags are added it mciease the *orkioad of 
labour Shn Eucey aiso iti.ei t u to n s c xm ol dlsl Janu iy 1951 — Item 2(a) 
wherein the words ‘according to practice and standaids prevailing prior to the 
development of the present situation are mentioned and urged that these words have 
their own evidential va’ue because the hooks and slings m respect of their loads 
have a fixed weight as per practice for different types of cargo either m bags or 
in bales or tub- etc 


Mr P E Davis arguing on behalf of the employers urged that the interpretation 
to be put on Point No (1) was simpie inasmuch as the finding of the Expert Com- 
mittee is that one gang should handle cargo uo to the we gnt of one ton pee hook 
meaning thereby that the said sling could weigh 2239 lbs lie proceeded that if 
the Emp’oyers want 4 o put less m the shng they are perfectly entitled to do so pro- 
vided one gang for the puipose is employed In other words the position of the 
Employer is that so long the weight is within one ton one gang would be employed, 
when it goes beyond one ton then one and a half gang shou d be employed with 
the optioi of the Employers to increase the weight or load up to one and one half 
ton Mr Davis aamits that when it is beyond 11 ton than two ga^gs would be 
employed 


On these premises it is abundantly clear that the d’spute centres round the 
weight when it is exactly on» + ou The position of Ihe labcur xs tha according to 
the auision of the Expeit Committee as well a 3 -he previous practice which is 
referred to m Parc 2(a) of the agreement when the labour has to handle one ton 
cargo it would be necessary for the Employers to employ gang and he should 
have no option of adding to the weight of its own accord The stand taken up by 
the Employers as discussed above is that in the ca^e that one ton caxgo is to be 
hand’ed then the Employers would res’ ve the right to <be l^cm m to li 

ton aid employ 1£ gang foi the purpose of hard mg xh s cm go Reliance was 
placed on the interpretation clauses u"der the heading absurdity given in Maxwell’s 
Interpretation of Statues under section 2— pages 3 and 5 

Now it is an established principle of law that Courts should proceed on the 
assumption that legislature doe.-, not make mi"takes He^e the Expert Committee 
whose decision is to be interpreted is presumed not to have made any mistake 
while giving their decisions When they used the words ‘not including one ton’ to 
my mind it definitely meant that when the weight touches one ton cne-half of he 
gang would be called in to join the one gang or when one ton cargo is to be 
handled 1£ garg shall be employed straigntly On the perusal ot the agreement also 
it seems clear that the dispute referred to the Expert Committee was only to deter- 
mine the number of gang to be employed per hook If any option or discretion was 
left with the Employers it should have been made cleai specifically that they would 
be entitled to add to the weight of cargo when one and a half gang was to be 
employed It is understandab'e and I am conscious of it that when nine men of one 
gang can handle cargo say a pound less than one ton why one and a half gang 
should not handle one and a half ton which is m the interest of production and 
that no waste of labour be allowed But it appears that this was the very dispute 
between the parties viz , that the labour wanted to avoid sweating of labour and the 
Employers wanted more production or any more work to be done by the labour 
The Expert Committee gave a decision that one gang was be employed only when 
the load is less than cne ton No sooner the load to be hand 1 eci is one ton or 
more than one ton the compliment of laooui would be one and a he f gang Now 
m case it is left to Emoloyers as urged by the.r representative that they can add 
to the load when one and a half gang is employed then where was the need of 
including the words ‘not including ore ton’ It is a so a" admitted principle of law 
that no word used in the statu + e is redundant and as su<-h the use of the words 
‘not including cne ton’ has significance of its own and must stana on its own merits 
This mterpretai on is supported also by tne practice going on upon which must 
stress was laid by Shri Dubey The Expert Committee was appointed under an 
agreement and the preamble used m the agreement necessarily shall oe a guide for 
the deter nmaPon of the pomts rel^rrcd to thev Exneit Committee I would 
accoidnigiy decide this issue m favour of the labour, with the result that in case 
the load is exactly one ton, 1£ gang shall be employed 

Po„nf No (2'' —Single slings of bag cargo should con st of not le<* txiau 12 bags 
an l fo >k i ii ; of i bou r snou d be cone cr tc' weight oasis t is minimum of 2 gangs 
foeine booked when double clin«s are worked 
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This point did not provoke much discussion because the parties agreed that when, 
double slings are used two gangs must be booked. It was also not disputed that 
single slings of bag cargo should consist of not less than 12 and the booking of 
labour should be done on the weight basis. The dispute rather relates to the impli- 
cation arising out of it. Shri Dubey putting his interpretation on Point No. (2) 
urged that this item has a background viz. that there was a specific dispute over the 
decrease of the weight and consequently it was discussed and decided that weight 
should not be decreased from 12 bags. That the interpretation now put by the 
Employers that it could go up i.e. beyond 12 bags is undoubtedly not specified in the 
specific directions of the Expert Committee embodied in Point No. (2) but the same 
is regulated or is to be regulated in the light of Clause 2(a) of the agreement viz. 
according to the practice and standard prevailing. 

Mr. Davis in reply on behalf of the Employers argued that the interpretation on 
this point on the side of Employers is that a single sling of bag cargo with reference 
to food grains should not consist of less than 12 bags and the labour should be 
employed on the weight basis, and that it would be in the discretion of the Emploj'ers 
to add bags more than 12 and adjust the- labour complement with die weight of 
that cargo. Replying to the other arguments regarding agreement clause the 
Association representative submitted that there has been no common standard or 
practice in this respect in the port of Calcutta. 

Now in the light of the finding given on Point No. (1) even if the number of bags 
be increased the complement of labour shah be governed by the rule laid down in 
point No. (1) and as such it would be of no consequence; so long the number of 
bags per single sling is not less that 12 bags and minimum of two gangs are booked 
when double slings are worked. I hold accordingly. 


Point No. (3).— When gangs are booked to handle cargoes which are likely to 
adversely affect the human system, it is recommended that relief gangs should be 
booked. 

The position of the Labour Union of this point is that although the word 
‘recommended’ is used the unanimous recommendation of the Expert Committee set 
up under the agreement amounts to a on of the Committee and as such it 

should be bind upon the Emprvem to afford relief gaujs when the labour has 
to handle corgow cor.sis'mg of sulphur, cement, ado’s cau-tic soda. etc. which is 
likely to affect adversely in human system. The Emp'oyer’s objection in the first 
msi ”cc i ; 3 diet in - i nei.ig M the Exci ' Committee was nlt r a vires and they 
had no power to recommend any such procedure. Secondly, it was contended that 
the recommendation -was only directory and no mandatory. It was stressed that 
the number of commodities was so numerous that it was difficult to have any 
standard. Reference was made to document No. 5 annexed with the written state- 
ment. 

Now on the question of interpretation it b well recognised that when the terms 
of any statute are not imperative but only permissive the fair inference would be 
that it was intended that the use of the c nc~a' powers thereby conferred should 
be exercised as discretion end in conformity with ormate rights. The Expert Com- 
mittee has expressly used the word ‘reco u~nici’ and in view of the principles and 
rules of construe! ion discussed above it pirar s that the Expert Committee was 
conscious of the difficulty which would come in ihe way if the labour at every step 
raises the objection that such and such commodity whose list cannot be made 
exhaustive is likely to affect the human system. Recommendation was therefore 
made for relief gangs only when it be actually found so. It follows that it would 
be at the discretion, of course not- arbitrary or caprffious, of the Emnloyers to 
employ leilef gangs when any such situation arts >s ■_ e when a • argo cl some 
fumiferous nature is to be handled. In the resn’t the issue is dec.ded against the 
labour and the interpretation put by the Employers that dm decision is of recom- 
mendatory nature and not of imperative one is upheld. The other objection ol the 
Employers that ihe Expert Committee had no power to recommend or the finding 
was ultra vires is devo d of any substance and the name is repelled. 

NOW THEREFORE THIS , TRIBUNAL .MAKES ITS AWARD IN TERMS 
AFORESAID THIS THE 8TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 1952. 

K. S. Campbell-Furi, Chairman, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta. 

[No. LR-3 (165)] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 14lh November , 1952 

S.R.O. 1935.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the Punjab National li ink Limited and its workmen l 
respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed : 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the dis- 
pute for adjudication:, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (XIV of 1947), the Central Government hereby refers 
the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal at Calcutta constituiea 
under section 7 of the said Act. 


Scheduie 

Whether the termination of the services of Messrs. A N. Mirra, Raja Ram 
Agrawal, Salya Naraln, Khcm Singh, Anancl Prakaslr, Ram Balash and Ram 
Bajrni from the Eitapur and More- dahad Branches of the Punjab National Bank 
Limit -'d on or about the 22nd June 19" l, was justified and, if not: 

(i) whether they should be reinstated and, if so, whether they should be 

paid any wages or allowances Irom the date of termination of their 
service to the date of reinstatement; or 

(ii) whether they should be given any compensation in lieu of reinstatement. 

[No. LR-100C47),]] 
P. S. EASWARAN, Under Secy, 


New Delhi, the 13th November, 1952 

S.R.O. 1936. — Corrigendum .— In this Ministry’s Notification No. S.R.O. 1705, 
dated, the 4th October, 1957, pubJi Kd ,.n pare 1530 ! R 37 of the Gazette of India 
Fait II — Section 3, dated the ilth October, 1952, for the words “this Scheme shall 
come into force’’ occurring in sub-paragraph 3 of paragraph 1 read the words 
"this Scheme shall be deemed to have come into force”. 

I No. PF23(5)/52.J 
N. M. PATNAIK, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 14th November, 1952 

S.R.O. 1937.— Corrigendum . — In the Notification of Ihe Government of India in 
the ± iinislry of Laonur No. S.R O. 248, dated the 30th January 1952, pumished on 
page P70 of Part II, Section 3 of the Gazelte of India, dated the 9th February 1952, 
for the wold end figure “rule 4”, read the word and figure “rule 3”, 

[No. M-23(8)/52.]| 


New Delhi, the 14 th November 1952 

S.R.O.' 1938.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the Mica 
Mines Labour Welfare Fund Art, 1946 (XXII of 1940) read with clause (a)’ 
of sn mn’e (-D iu 1 - 3 r>.' the Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund Rules, 1948, ihe 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri Surya Mal Mauraja, Member, Ajmer, 
Lcghl'/i o '-i rt uh y, ns a member of the Mica Minis Labour Welfare Fund 
Advisory Corimklee for the State of Ajmer constituted under the Notification of 
the Government of India In the Ministry of Labour No. S.R.O, 248, dated the 30th 
January 1952. 


[No. M-23(8)52]l 

S.R.O. 1939. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of (he Mica 
Mines Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1946 (XXII of 1946) read with clause (b) 
of sub-rule (4) of rule 3 of the Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund Rules, 1948 the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shu Onk.tr Nath Sharma, Labour Officer, 
Ajmer, as the Vice-Chairman of the Advisory Committee of the Mica Mines Labour 
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Welfare Fund for the State of Aimer, crnstitulod under the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry o' Labour No. S.R.O. 218, dated the 30th 
January 1052. 

[No, M-23(8)52] 
P. N. STIARMA, Under Sccy. 


Neio Delhi , the 15th November 1952 

S.R.O. 1940. — In exercise of the powers conlerred by section 1G of the Tea 
Districts Emigrant Labour Act, 1032 (XXII of 1932), the Central Government 
hereby declares that, with effect from the 1st February, 1953, the areas com- 
prising the foi-ic Indian States ot Rainoi r and Tehri Garhwal now formed as 
Rampur and Tehri Garlnval district:., respectively, and the areas comprisin'.' the 
former Indian State of Bnnaras now included in the district of Banaras, m the 
State of Uttnr Prade'-h, shall be controlled emigration areas 

[AL.145/EMG(12)I] 

S.R.O. 1941. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- section (1) of section 
17 the Tea Dir iritis Emigrant Labour Act, 1932 (XXII of 1932), the Central 
Government hereby empower f ’.o District Magistrates, Tehri Carhwpl, Rampur 
and Banaras in the State of U^ur Pradesh respectively, to grant license to any 
person to act as a local forwarding agent in the controlled emigration areas com- 
prising the former Indian States ol Tehri Gnrhwal, Rnmur and Banaras in the 
State ot Uttar Pradesh, on behalf of an employer or employers of labourers 

[AL.l 45/ EMG( 12)11] 

S.R.O. 1942. — In exorcise of the power, conferred by sub-uCetlon (") of section 
38 ol the Tea Districts Emigrant Labour Act. 1932 (KX'i of IOC.':), Urn (Vntral 
Government hereby invest j die Restrict Magistrate-, ..if ’(Ami Ca.lnva 1 2 3 4 5 Rampur 
and Baimrac ; ii the fhr.tc of U,t i P-^cUsh, vwth the n -wei'u oJ the Controller 
under sub-chiu "os (iv) and (v) < ! clause (a) and clauses (b), (c) and (d> of ruction 
4 and under s u'ti in 39, 21 an "2 oi the ijri Act to be exorcised respectively 
within the areas comprising the former Indian States of Tehri Garhwal, Rampur 
and Banaras. 

[AL.145/EMG(12)III] 

S.R.O. 1943.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
36 of the Tea Districts Emigrant Labour Act, 1032 (XXII ol 1932), the Central 
Government hereby Invests the Civil Surgeons of the Tehri Garhwal. Rampur and 
Banaras districts with the powers of Ihe Controller under sub-section (1) of section 
33 and sub-section (1) of section 35 of the said Act, to be exercised respectively 
within the areas comprising llie former Indian States of Tehrl-Garhwal, Rampur 
and Banaras, in the State of Uttar Pradesh. 

[AL.145/EMG(12)IV] 


New Delhi, the 18fh November 1952 

S.R.O. 1944. — In exercise ol the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 14 
read with section 24 of the Payment of Wages Act, 1936 (IV of 1936), and in 
supersession of Ihc notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour," No. S.R O. 6(5.1, dated the 4th April 1952, the Central Government hereby 
appoint'- the undermentioned ofllcers to be Jnsoec'orr, for the purposes of the said 
Act in lespeel of perrons, employed in any mine, to whom the sc id Act applies, 
Within ihe local limits noted against each: — 

1. The Chief Labour Commissioner (Central). 

2. The Wo' fare Adviser to the Chief Labour Commis- c 

sioner (Central). J 

3. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), 

Ajmer. 

4. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Ajmer. , 

5. The Labour Inspectors (Central), Ajmer Region 
with headquarters at Ferozepur, Ambala, Ajmer, 

Jodhpur, Bhilwarn and Ratlam 


Whole of India except 
ihe State of Jammu 
and Kashmir. 

The Slates of Punjab. 
Patiala and East 
Punjab States Union, 
Rajasthan, Madhya 
Bharat, Ajmer, Hima- 
chal Pradesh and 
Bilaspnr. 
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6. The Regional Labour Commissioner, (Central), 
Bombay. 

7. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Bombay. 

8. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Poona. 

0. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Rajkot. 

10. The Labour Inspectors (Central), Bombay Region, 
with headquarters at Rajkot, Bombay I, Bombay II, , 
Bombay III, Poona, Ahmedabad, Bhusawal and Hubli. J 


The States of Bombay, 
Saurashtra and 
Kutch. 


11. The Regional Labour Commissioner, (Central), Cal- 
cutta. 

12. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Calcutta I. 

13. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Calcutta II. 

14. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Gauhatl, 

15. The Labour Inspectors (Central), Calcutta Region, 
with headquarters at Calcutta I, Calcutta II, Gauhatl, 
Kharagpur, Dibrugurh and Calcutta III. 


The States of West 
Bengal, Assam. Mani- 
pur and Tripura. 


10. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), "J 
Dhanbad. I 

17. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Cuttack, 

18. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Dhanbad. 

19. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Asansol. 

20. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Patna. 

21. The Labour Inspectors (Central), Dhanbad Region, V 
with headquarters at Asansol, Bermo, Patna, Jharia, 
Katrasgarh Kodarma, Muzailarpur, Girldih, Cuttack 
and Rewa. 

22. The Junior Labour Inspectors (Central), Dhanbad 
Region. 

23. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Madras. 

24. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Madras. 

25. The Conciliation Officer (Central), Madura. 

20. The Labour Inspectors (Central), Madras Region, f 

with headquarters at Madras I Bezwada, Vizagapatnam. 
Coimbatore, Cochin, Trivandrum, Madras II Bangalore 
and Kolar (Gold Fields). 

27. The Regional Labour Commissioner. (Central), 
Kanpur. 

28. Th« Conciliation Officer (Central). Kannnr. 

29. The Conciliation Officer (Central). New Delhi. 

30. The Conciliation Officer (Central). Allahabad. 

31. The Labour Inspectors (Central). Kanpur Region, 
with headquarters at Delhi I. Delhi II. Gorakpur, 
Bareilly, Lucknow, Allahabad and Kanpur. 


The States of Bihar, 
West Bengal (coal 
mines only), Orissa 
and Vindhya Pradesh, 


The States of Madras, 
Mysore, Travancore- 
Cochin and Coorg. 


The States of Uttar 
Pradesh and Delhi. 


32. The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), 

Nagpur. 

33. The Conciliation Officer (Central). Nagpur. 

34. The Conciliation Officer GOn'r ti). Secundi r.-tbnd. [ The States of Madhya 

35. The Labour Inspectors (Cen + ral). Nacnur Region, Pradesh, Hyderabad 

with headquarters at Parasia. Jubhulpore. Nagpur. Rai- ) and Bhopal. 

pur, Secunderabad and Kathgodum 
3G, Tlio Junior Labour Inspectors (Central). Nagpur I 
Region. J 


[No. Fac. 103(9)] 
SADASHIVA PRASAD, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 17 th November 1952 

8.R.O. 1945. — Irt exercise of the powers conferred by section 38 of the Indus- 
trial Deputes Act, 1947 (XIV of 1947), the Central Government hereby directs 
that the following further amendments shall be made in the Industrial* Disputes 
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(Central) Rules, 1947, the same having been previously published as required by 
sub- section (1) of the said section, namely: — 

Amendments 


In the said Rules — 

1. Alter rule 51A, the following rule shall be inserted, namely. — 

61B. Application for permission under section 33. — (1) An employer 
intending to obtain the express permission in writing of the con- 
ciliation officer. Board or Tribunal, as the case may be, under section 
33 shall present an application in Form DDI in triplicate to such 
conciliation officer, Board or Tribunal and shall file along with the 
application as many copies thereof as there are opposite parties. 

(2) Every application under sub-rule (1) shall be verified at the foot by 

the employer making it or by some other person proved to the 
satisfaction of the conciliation officer, Board or Tribunal to be 
acquainted with the facts of the case. 

(3) The person verifying shall specify, by reference to the numbered para- 

graphs of the application, what he verifies of his own knowledge and 
what he verifies upon information received and believed to be true. 

(4) The verification shall be signed by the person making it and shall state 

the date on which and the place at which It was verified." 

2. In the Schedule after Form DD the following Form shall be inserted, namely: — 

FORM DDI 
(See Rule 51B) 

Before (here mention the conciliation officer, Board or Tribunal) 

Application for permission under section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 ocrv of 1947) 

A Applicant 

Address: — 


Versus 

B Opposite Party(les) 

Address (es): — 

The abovementioned applicant begs to state as follows : — 

(here set out the relevant facts and circumstances of the case and the grounds 
on which the permission is sought for) 

The applicant therefore prays that the express permission may kindly be 
granted to him to take the following action, namely: — 

(here mention the action specified in clause (a) or clause (b) of section 33) 

Signature of the applicant. 

Dated this day of 195 . 

Space for verification 

(Signature of the person verifying) 

Date (on which the verification was signed) 

Place (at which the verification was signed) 

[No. LR, 1(194)] 
S. V. JOSHI, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 18 th November 1952 

S.R.O. 194#, — In pursuance of sub-section (4) of section 11 of the War Injuries 
Compensation Insurance) Act, 1P43 (XXIII of 1943), and rule 7 of the War Injuries 
lompensation Insurance Rules, 1943, the Central Government hereby publishes 
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the following account of the War Injuries Compensation Insurance Fund during Ike 
six months ending the 30th June 1952. — • 

Account of sums received into and paid out of the War Injuries Corn&ensatknt. 
Insurance Fund during the six months ending the 30th June 1952. 


Particulars 


Receipts 


Amount 


Progress of 
receipts up- 
to the end 
of June, 
1952 


Particulars 


Expenditure 


Amount 


Progress of ex- 
penditure upto 

the end of June, 
1952 


Rs. 


Advances 

premium 


■of 


Advances from 
General^Reve- 
noes » i under 
Section , llI( 2 )'’ 

riar ' . 

Misoel laneous 


Rs. As. Ps. 
6,86,841 13 8 


Total 


Nil 


6,86,841 13 8 


(i) Compensation 
under War In- 
juries Compen- 
sation Insurance 
Scheme 

(ii) Remuneration of] 
expenses of 
Govt. Agents. 


(iii) Expenses of the 
staff employed 
to do work in 
the Provinces 
and at the 
Headquarters of 
the Central Go- 
vernment. 

(iv) Expenses of the 
additional staff 
required to cope 
with the audit 
and accounting 
arrangements. 


(v) Miscellaneous 


Total 


Nil 


Rs. As. Ps. 
13,377 9 0 


66,592 9 6 


1,33,770 8 6 


15,515 5 7 


11,516 10 6 


2,39,771 11 1 


[No. SS 142(18).] 
K. N. NAMBIAR. Under Secy. 
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